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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

1 . The amendment filed September 9, 2004 has been entered. Claims 15 and 20 
have been amended. Claims 1-20 are pending in this Office Action. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

3. Claims 1-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Unger et al. (US 5,721,910), hereinafter referred to as "Unger". 

As per claim 1, Unger teaches a computer-implemented method of enabling a 
user to organize and analyze information in electronic form, comprising the steps of: 

• (1 ) "searching a first set of documents to thereby generate a second set of 
documents" at Col. 3 lines 9-17; 

• (2) "automatically creating a first group comprising said second set of 
documents" at Col. 3 lines 9-17; 
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• (3) "analyzing said first group according to one or more analytical functions to 
thereby generate a third set of documents" at Col. 5 line 50 to Col. 6 line 15 ; 

• (4) "automatically creating a second group comprising said third set of 
documents" at Col. 6 lines 5-15; and 

• (5) "enabling selective iteration of at least one of steps (1)-(4)" at Col. 8 lines 50- 
62. 

As per claim 2, Unger teaches the method of claim 1 , further comprising the 
step of: "enabling the user to make at least one of said first group and said second 
group a permanent group" at Col. 3 lines 10-20. 

As per claim 3, Unger teaches the method of claim 1 , wherein "step (1 ) 
comprises the step of: performing a cluster analysis over said first set of documents to 
create a hierarchical arrangement of groups containing said first set of documents" at 
Col. 5 lines 15-50. 

As per claim 4, Unger teaches the method of claim 1 , further comprising the 
step of: "(i) performing a relevancy visualization analysis over at least one of said first 
group and said second group to identify how documents contained therein are inter- 
related with respect to key terms" at Figs. 10A-B. 

As per claim 5, Unger teaches the method of claim 4, wherein "step (i) operates 
according to a rule book" at Col. 5 lines 15-50. 
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As per claim 6, Unger teaches the method of claim 5, wherein "said rule book 
comprises patent specific rules" at Col. 5 lines 15-50. 

As per claim 7, Unger teaches the method of claim 1 , further comprising the 
step of: "generating objects corresponding to process components of a work flow 
represented by at least steps (1)-(4)" at Col. 5 line 50 to Col. 6 line 20. 

As per claim 8, Unger teaches the method of claim 7, wherein "step (i) 
comprises: generating said objects using object definitions" at Col. 8 lines 30-50. 

As per claim 9, Unger teaches the method of claim 8, wherein "said object 
definitions comprise at least one of: a boolean operation object definition; a corporate 
family operating object definition; an export object definition; a folder object definition; 
an import object definition; a list exploder operation object definition; a list object 
definition; a query object definition; and a patent family dedupe object definition" at Col. 
8 lines 30-50. 

As per claim 10, Unger teaches the method of claim 7, further comprising the 
step of: "enabling a user to save one or more of said objects" at Col. 7 lines 25-40. 

As per claim 11 , Unger teaches the method of claim 7, further comprising: 
"enabling a user to re-execute said workflow by traversing said objects" at Col. 7 lines 
25-40. 
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As per claim 12, Linger teaches the method of claim 7, further comprising: 
"enabling a user to create a new work flow by modifying said objects" at Col. 8 lines 50- 
65. 

As per claim 13, Unger teaches the method of claim 1, further comprising the 
step of: "enabling a user to annotate at least one of said first group, said second group, 
and any portion of any document contained in said first group or said second group" at 
Col. 4 lines 47-57. 

As per claim 14, Unger teaches the method of claim 1 , wherein "said first set of 
documents is from at least one of a database, an external source, and over the Internet" 
at Col. 5 lines 3-6. 

As per claim 15, Unger teaches a computer-implemented method of enabling a 
user to organize and analyze information in electronic form, comprising the steps of: 

• (1 ) "searching members of a first set of documents to thereby generate a second 
set of documents" at Col. 3 lines 9-17; 

• (2) "automatically creating a first group comprising said second set of 
documents" at Col. 3 lines 9-17; 

• (3) "analyzing said first group according to one or more analytical functions 
executed with respect to information stored in an external database, distinct from 
said first and second sets of documents, to thereby generate a third set of 
documents" at Col. 5 lines 15-50 ; 
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• (4) "automatically creating a second group comprising said third set of 
documents" at Col. 6 lines 5-15; and 

• (5) "enabling selective iteration of at least one of steps (1 )-(4)" at Col. 8 lines 50- 
63. 

As per claim 16, Unger teaches the method of claim 15, wherein "said external 
database comprises a bibliographic information database" at Col. 5 lines 15-50. 

As per claim 17, Unger teaches the method of claim 15, wherein "said external 
database comprises a bibliographic information database" at Col. 4 lines 44-52. 

As per claim 18, Unger teaches the method of claim 15, wherein "said external 
database comprises a group information database, said method further comprising 
defining a group membership information, and storing the group membership 
information in the group information database" at Col. 4 lines 44-53. 

As per claim 19, Unger teaches the method of claim 15, wherein "said one or 
more analytical functions comprises a clustering analysis of documents within the 
second set of document" at Col. 5 lines 15-50. 

As per claim 20, Unger teaches the method of claim 15, wherein "said one or 
more analytical functions comprises a user-interactive relevancy visualization tool for 
clustering analysis of document within the second set of documents" at Col. 8 lines 50- 
63 and Figs 2-4. 
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Response to Arguments 

4. Applicant's arguments filed September 9, 2004 have been fully considered but 
they are not persuasive. The examiner respectfully traverses applicants arguments. 

Applicant argued at pages 8-12 that Unger does not teach or suggest: "enabling 
selective iteration of at least one of steps (1 )-(4). On the contrary, Applicant stated at 
page 10 that Unger teaches: ""the initial stages of Unger's linear six stage process 
may be restarted before progressing to the next stage." As seen in the rejection above, 
Unger's initial stages correspond to at least one step (1 )-(4) of claim 1 , therefore, 
Unger's enabling restarting the initial stages before progressing to the next stage is 
similar to applicant's "enabling selective iteration of at least one of steps" as claimed. 
Further, since applicant's specification does not provide definition for "iteration", 
common meaning of the term has been used. Webster's New World Dictionary of 
Computer Terms, 6 th edition defines "iteration" as: "The repetition of a command or 
program statement." This definition is also consistent with the examiner's interpretation 
of the claim language as discussed above. 

In response to applicant's argument that Unger reference fails to show certain 
features of applicant's invention, it is noted that the features upon which applicant relies 
(i.e., "the output of one stage of Unger cannot be arbitrarily applied as an input to 
another stage of Unger", "Unger teaches or suggests only a linear method . . ." while 
"applicants' claimed invention enables a non-linear technique of searching ...") are not 
recited in the rejected claim(s). Although the claims are interpreted in light of the 
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specification, limitations from the specification are not read into the claims. See In re 
Van Geuns, 988 F.2d 1181, 26 USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). 

Conclusion 

5. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Khanh B. Pham whose telephone number is (571 ) 272- 
41 16. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday 7:30am to 
4:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John E Breene can be reached on (571) 272-4107. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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